Vascular and endovascular controversies Roger M. Greenhalgh; London, United Kingdom; 2003; BIBA Publishing; 409 pages by Money, Samuel
JOURNAL OF VASCULAR SURGERY
June 20041364 Book reviewsVascular and endovascular controversies
Roger M. Greenhalgh; London, United Kingdom; 2003;
BIBA Publishing; 409 pages.
This book serves as a companion to the Twenty-fifth Anniver-
sary of the Charing Cross Vascular Meeting and specifically exam-
ines current controversies in vascular and endovascular medicine
that were discussed at the meeting. In lieu of simply having authors
write chapters, what the editor of this book has done is to select
controversial topics and have world-renowned authors debate each
other. Twenty-three controversies are discussed in the book. They
vary from the highly academic (eg, open audit of long-term results
is a waste of time) to the highly practical (eg, endovascular abdom-
inal aneurysm repair should be an outpatient procedure).
Overall, this book is well written and quite interesting. It
suffers some minor problems that occur in books that are authored
by numerous contributors. Some of the comments are immensely
astute and quite knowledgeable, whereas a very small minority
seem as though they were actually written by the junior fellow (or
in many cases, junior registrar), with the senior author’s name
added. Fortunately, this is not too frequent an occurrence. An-
other problem with this book is that because it truly is a companion
to the Charing Cross Meeting, many of the debates on paper are
left open-ended to be completed at the live Charing Cross Meet-
ing.
At the completion of the “for motion” and the “againstrizes the controversy and the comments from the experts. Many of
his comments are astute and directly on target. They include such
obviously insightful comments that I think they bear repeating.
One that is especially to the point pertains to a debate over where
endovascular procedures belong—in a sterile operating suite or in
a radiology suite. Professor Greenhalgh states, “[T]here is a turf
tussle between vascular surgery and vascular radiology, but perhaps
the greatest tussle lies ahead with the cardiologists.” Professor
Greenhalgh’s comments attempt to bring the readers towards
consensus, but it is obvious that the topics that were selected
because consensus cannot be clearly obtained.
In summary, this book is authored by numerous leaders in the
world of vascular surgery. It is edited and annotated by Professor
Greenhalgh in a quite enjoyable way. There are two shortcomings.
One is that it is written by multiple authors and therefore suffers
the problem of inconsistency. The second problem is that fre-
quently the reader is left wanting a consensus to be reached when,
due to the lack of true randomized control trials, consensus cannot
be reached.
Samuel Money, MD
Ochsner Clinic
New Orleans, Lamotion” sections of each “debate,” Professor Greenhalgh summa- 10.1016/j.jvs.2004.03.030
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